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all; ‘or to return ‘them ‘with an abfolute Nega-
" tivé, ¢he former of ‘which was the Cafe in- the
very laft Seffion ; - {o that their Honours have not
even this fliinfy Excufe with regard to thefe Bills,
which they hdve urged in their Behalf with re«
fpect to the laft Affeflment Billy that they would
ot make any ‘Objeétions to it for the prefent, be:
caufe. they had .made fome to a former -Houfe.
Hence it may fairly be concluded; that their Ho-
nours dre Enemies to the very Spirit and main
Intention of fuch a Bill, #he fubmitting of our
Difputes to His.Majéfly's Decifion 3 for they ‘cans
not-with any Face fay they rejected the Bill, bes
- caufe it was liable in:its Mode tto Objetions; for
the ‘Anfwer will be--ready, Why did not their
Honours propofe Ammendments, and thereby thew
that their View was et to condemn the Bill, but
to make it more peifet? They claim a Right to
amend Money Bills ; why did they not exercife
that Right upon this Occafion ? They claim 2
" Right to_frame Money Bills; if. the ‘Bill fent to
them, by the Lower Houle, was fo fundamen-
tally defeétive and exceptionable, that no Amend-
ment could render it -perfe or proper to its
End, why did not their Honours form and fend
down a Bill to the Lower Houfe ? It is very pro-
bable indeed it would not have been received, but
this they cannot urgé in their own Juftification,
fince it.is the Duty ot every Branch to-exercife the
Rights they think. themfelves invefted with, for
the public_Good: Wherefore, if His Mayefly
JShonld hereafter be difappointed in His Expectations’
of Supplies from this Province, it will be entirely
owing



